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DISTRICT 1 GENERAL O VERVIEW  

District 1 is in the northeastern corner of Washington, and includes Pend Oreille, Stevens, and 

Ferry counties (Figure 1).  District 1 is comprised of seven game management units (GMUs): 

101 (Sherman), 105 (Kelly Hill) , 108 (Douglas), 111 (Aladdin), 113 (Selkirk), 117 (49 Degrees 

North), and 121 (Huckleberry) (Figure 2). The topography is dominated by four prominent 

mountain ranges that run north and south: the Selkirk, Calispell, Huckleberry, and Kettle 

mountain ranges. There are broad valleys between these ranges drained by the Pend Oreille, 

Colville, Columbia, and Kettle rivers, all within the upper Columbia River watershed. 

 

Figure 1.  District 1 in northeastern Washington includes Pend Oreille, Stevens, and Ferry counties. 



6 | P a g e  

 

Figure 2.  Game Management Units (GMUs) within District 1. 

Elevations vary from about 1,290 feet at the normal pool level of Lake Roosevelt (Reservoir) to 

7,309 feet on Gypsy Peak in the north Selkirk Range. Coniferous forest is extensive within 

District 1, covering about two thirds, or 68 percent, of the districtôs landscape. Agricultural land, 

range land, and water features cover most of the balance. 

Over one third (37 percent) of the land mass in District 1 is public land. It is mostly national 

forest, but state Department of Natural Resources (DNR) and Washington Department of Fish 

and Wildlife (WDFW) lands are also present. Additional public lands include federal Bureau of 

Land Management (BLM), United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and a few other 

government agencies. Most of the public lands outside of Indian reservations are open to public 

hunting. There are large timber company lands open to public hunting, although not necessarily 

open to private motorized vehicles. Private lands are typically only open to hunting by first 

gaining written permission from the landowner or manager.  

District 1 is well-known for its white-tailed deer, moose, and turkey hunting opportunities. 

Quality hunting opportunities also exist for other game species, including mule deer, black bear, 

forest grouse, and cougar. 
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Table 1 presents estimates of harvest and days per kill for most game species in District 1 during 

the 2018 general hunting season, and how those estimates compare to the 2017 season and the 5-

year average. For more specific information on harvest trends or permit statistics, please refer to 

the appropriate section in this document. 

Table 1.  Harvest and days per kill for most game species found in District 1 during the 2017 and 2018 

hunting seasons. Also included are the 5-year average and a comparison of 2017 estimates and 2018 

estimates and the 5-year average. 

Species Harvest Days/Kill  

 
5-yr 

avg. 2017 2018 

% 

change 

(5yr) 

% 

change 

(2017) 

5-yr 

avg. 2017 2018 

% 

change 

(5yr) 

% 

change 

(2017) 

Elk  220 222 204 -7% -7% 119 82.3 82 -33% -27% 

Deer (both species) 5882 5034 4668 -21% -7% 23 19.0 24 5% -12% 

Black Bear 296 262 181 -39% -31% 80 84.3 116 45% 29% 

Cougar 46 50 50 8% 0% Not available   

Ducks (all species) 8907 7012 9780 10% 39% 0.5 0.5 0.5 0% 0% 

Geese (Canada) 2614 3006 2662 2% -12% 1.2 1.1 1.2 0% 8.5% 

Merriamôs Turkey * 2503 2676 2966 18% 11% 8.4 8.8 9 7.5% 5.5% 

Forest Grouse 14523 15633 8222 -43% -48% 2 1.6 3 44% 88% 

*Includes fall and spring turkey harvest within GMUs 101-121. 
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ELK  

GENERAL INFORMATION,  MANAGEMENT GOALS, A ND POPULATION 

STATUS 

Al l elk that occur in District 1 are Rocky Mountain elk. There are ten identified elk herds in 

Washington, and elk in District 1 are part of the Selkirk Elk Herd. The quality of elk hunting 

opportunities in District 1 varies from poor to fair depending on the GMU, but in general, 

opportunities are marginal and harvest success is very low. Elk are widely scattered in small 

groups throughout the densely forested region of northeastern Washington. As a consequence, 

elk in northeastern Washington are difficult to both survey and harvest. Population data are 

limited, but there is currently no clear indication that bull to cow ratios or opportunities for 

quality hunting are declining. The best elk hunting opportunities occur in GMUs associated with 

the Pend Oreille sub-herd area, which includes GMUs 113 (Selkirk), 117 (49 Degrees North), 

and 111 (Aladdin). Elk hunter numbers in the Colville District have increased over the last 

several years. In recent years, WDFW provided increased opportunity or season timing to 

improve equity among the three hunting method groups. Hunter participation and harvest is now 

well dispersed across the Colville District through all three hunting methods.  However, hunting 

elk successfully within District 1 is no small challenge. 

The management objective for elk in the Colville District is being met with a sustained annual 

harvest of a viable and productive elk population with desirable population characteristics. The 

prime bull (6 point or more) percentage in the 2018 bull harvest (all weapon types) was 25 

percent. 

Currently, WDFW does not make formal estimates or indices of population size to monitor elk 

populations in District 1.  Harvest levels have been relatively low for the northern Selkirk Herd 

compared with other regions of Washington. Consequently, devoting substantial resources to 

surveying bull to cow ratios has not been a high priority. Instead, trends in harvest, hunter 

success, and catch per unit effort (CPUE) or its inverse, days per kill , are used as surrogates to a 

formal index or estimate. WDFW recognizes the limitations of using harvest data to monitor 

trends in population size and hopes to gain the resources necessary to begin monitoring 

populations using formal sampling designs in the future. 
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Increasing hunter harvest, documented expansion of elk distribution, and anecdotal information 

indicate that elk populations are stable and possibly increasing in northeastern Washington. For 

more detailed information related to the status of Washingtonôs elk herds, hunters should read 

through the most recent version of the Game Status and Trend Report and/or the Selkirk Elk 

Herd Plan. 

WHICH GMU SHOULD ELK HUNTERS HUNT?  

Probably the most frequent question from hunters is, ñWhat GMU should I hunt?ò This is not 

easy to answer because it often depends on access to private land, the hunting method, and the 

type of hunting experience desired. For example, not all GMUs are open to late archery hunters. 

Many if not most hunters are looking for a quality opportunity to harvest a mature bull. Although 

large mature bulls do exist in District 1, they are not very abundant, and hunters are usually 

advised to apply for special permit opportunities within District 3 (Blue Mountains) if they are 

searching for the best opportunity to harvest a large mature bull elk on public land in Region 1. 

The ideal GMU for most hunters would have high densities of elk, low hunter densities, high 

hunter success rates, and be mostly if not entirely comprised of public land thatôs open to 

hunting. Unfortunately, this scenario does not exist in any GMU that is open during the general 

elk modern firearm, archery, or muzzleloader seasons in District 1. Instead, because of general 

season opportunities, the GMUs with the highest elk densities tend to have the highest hunter 

densities as well. For many hunters, high hunter densities are not enough to persuade them not to 

hunt in a GMU where they see lots of elk. Other hunters prefer to hunt in areas with moderate to 

low numbers of elk if that means there are also fewer hunters. 

Table 2 provides a quick and general assessment of how District 1 GMUs compare with regard 

to harvest, hunter numbers, and hunter success during general modern firearm, archery, and 

muzzleloader seasons. The values presented are the three-year averages for each statistic. Total 

harvest and hunter numbers were further summarized by the number of elk harvested and hunters 

per square mile. This approach was taken because comparing total harvest or hunter numbers is 

not always a fair comparison, as GMUs vary in size. For example, the average number of elk 

harvested over the past three years during the general modern firearm season in GMUs 105 

(Kelly Hill ) and 113 (Selkirk) has been seven and 26 elk, respectively (Table 2). Just looking at 

total harvest suggests a much higher density of elk in GMU 113 compared to GMU 105. 

However, when harvest is expressed as elk harvested per square mile, it is an estimate of 0.03 

and 0.04 respectively, which suggests elk densities are probably more similar between the two 

GMUs than what the total harvest indicates.  

Each GMU was ranked for elk harvested/mile2 (bulls and cows), hunters/mile2, and hunter 

success rates for the general season only. The three ranking values were then summed to produce 

a final rank sum (lower rank sums are better). The modern firearm comparisons are the most 

straightforward because bag limits and seasons are the same in each GMU.  

For archery seasons, consider that antlerless elk may be harvested in all GMUs in the early 

season, but only five GMUs are open for any bull during late archery seasons. These differences 

are important when comparing total harvest or hunter numbers among GMUs. 

https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/02058
http://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01350/
http://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01350/
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Table 2.  Rank sum analysis that provides a quick and general comparison of how total harvest, hunter 

numbers, and hunter success rates compare among GMUs during general modern firearm, archery, and 

muzzleloader seasons. Data presented are based on a three-year running average. As a generalization, 

the lower the rank sum, the better the overall elk hunting opportunity is within a GMU. 

MODERN FIREARM 

    Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Success   

GMU 
Size 
(mi2) Total 

Harvest 
per mi2 Rank Hunters 

Hunters 
per mi2 Rank Success Rank 

Rank 
Sum 

101 1,103 3 0.00 4 104 0.09 1 2.5% 6 11 

105 296 7 0.03 3 118 0.38 2 5.2% 3 8 

108 289 13 0.05 1 172 0.6 4 8.8% 1 6 

111 455 9 0.03 3 298 0.65 5 3.5% 5 13 

113 736 25 0.04 2 612 0.8 6 4.1% 4 12 

117 954 28 0.03 3 763 0.83 7 3.1% 4 14 

121 796 27 0.04 2 460 0.56 3 6.3% 2 7 

ARCHERY 

    Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Success   

GMU* 
Size 
(mi2) Total 

Harvest 
per mi2 Rank Hunters 

Hunters 
per mi2 Rank Success Rank 

Rank 
Sum 

101 1,103 3 0.00 3 71 0.07 1 7.5% 3 7 

105 296 5 0.02 1 67 0.22 4 2.9% 6 11 

108 289 5 0.02 1 59 0.20 3 19% 1 5 

111 455 10 0.02 1 106 0.24 5 17.6% 2 8 

113 736 14 0.02 1 249 0.31 6 6% 4 11 

117 954 16 0.01 2 325 0.34 7 6% 4 13 

121 796 13 0.01 2 159 0.19 2 5% 5 9 
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MUZZLELOADER 

    Harvest Hunter Density Hunter Success   

GMU 
Size 
(mi2) Total 

Harvest 
per mi2 Rank Hunters 

Hunters 
per mi2 Rank Success Rank 

Rank 
Sum 

101 1,103 0 0.00 2 27 0.03 1 0% 5 8 

105 296 1 0.00 2 31 0.1 3 0% 5 10 

108 289 1 0.00 2 29 0.1 3 0% 5 10 

111 455 6 0.01 1 75 0.17 4 9.9% 1 6 

113 736 7 0.01 1 155 0.21 6 2.7% 4 11 

117 954 16 0.01 1 165 0.18 5 8.1% 3 9 

121 796 5 0.01 1 62 0.07 2 8.8% 2 5 

* GMUs bolded in the archery section are open during early and late archery seasons. All GMUs allow 

for antlerless harvest in the early archery season. 

WHAT TO EXPECT DURIN G THE 2019 SEASON 

Elk populations typically do not fluctuate dramatically from year to year, but periodic severe 

winters can trigger substantial die-offs. The 2018-19 winter was moderate and no die-offs were 

detected. Populations available for harvest are expected to be similar in size compared to the 

2017 and 2018 seasons. The total hunter harvest of elk in District 1 is low compared to other 

WDFW districts, hovering around 200-300 animals per year since 2009. 

HOW TO FIND ELK  

When hunting elk in District 1, hunters should research areas and spend plenty of time scouting 

before the season opener, because it is often difficult to predict elk location, especially after 

hunting pressure increases. Elk within District 1 are scattered in small groups throughout the 

district, but some drainages hold more elk than others. Many, if  not most, hunters spend great 

amounts of their time focusing on forest clear-cuts, which makes a lot of sense because elk often 

forage in clear-cuts and are highly visible when they do. However, there are many elk (especially 

bulls) that do not frequent clear-cuts during daylight hours. Instead, they spend most of their time 

during the day in closed canopy forests, swamps, or young forest. Moreover, those highly visible 

elk often attract many hunters to open clear-cuts, and these areas can get crowded in a hurry. 

From a landscape perspective, some generalities can be made that will help increase the odds of 

locating elk. When going to a new area, hunters will benefit by covering as much ground as 

possible and making note of areas where they see sign along roads and log ñlandings.ò  Log 

landings from past timber harvest operations are an especially good place to look for sign 

because they are often not graveled, which makes it easier to see fresh tracks. This scouting 

approach will give hunters a good idea of what areas hold elk and where to focus their more 

intensive scouting efforts. 
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After those areas with abundant elk sign have been identified, hunters should focus in on higher 

elevation stands that provide cover and are adjacent to open hillsides and/or clear-cuts. During 

early seasons when it is warm, these areas often include creek bottoms, river bottoms, or any 

place that is near water. Once the season progresses and temperatures cool, typically by late 

October, elk are not as attracted to water and the challenge of finding them becomes more 

difficult. Hunting pressure also has an effect and will force elk to use areas that provide thicker 

cover or are less accessible to hunters because of topographical features. 

Later in the season, it is a good idea to consult a topographic map and find ñbenchesò located in 

steep terrain and thick cover. Elk often use these areas to bed down during the day. Any snow 

cover generally enhances the ability to find elk tracks. Hunting right after a fresh snow usually 

presents a particularly good advantage in tracking down an individual or group of elk. Lastly, 

provided that non-motorized access is allowed, hunters should not let a locked gate in an 

otherwise open area keep them from going in on foot, horseback, or bicycle to search for elk. 

More often than not, these areas hold elk that have not received as much hunting pressure, which 

can make them less skittish and easier to hunt. A popular approach to hunting these areas is to 

use mountain bikes or fat-tire bikes, which is not extremely difficult given the network of 

maintained gravel roads that frequently occur on timber company lands. 

DEER 
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GENERAL INFORMATION,  MANAGEMENT GOALS, A ND POPULATION 

STATUS 

In northeastern Washington, white-tailed deer are the most abundant deer species. Mule deer are 

locally common, especially in the higher elevations and throughout Ferry County, but their 

overall numbers are low compared to white-tailed deer on a district scale. Deer hunting 

opportunities in District 1 vary from fair to excellent, depending on the GMU. The best 

opportunities to harvest a mule deer in District 1 generally occur in GMUs 101 (Sherman) and 

121 (Huckleberry). All GMUs within the district offer good opportunities to harvest a white-

tailed deer. 

 

The white-tailed deer harvest management objective is to provide antlered and antlerless hunting 

opportunity for all hunting methods whenever feasible. The buck escapement goal is to maintain 

a ratio of at least 15 bucks per 100 does in the post-hunting season population and allow 

populations to increase by limiting the amount of antlerless hunting opportunity. This is all while 

still attempting to maintain opportunity for all user groups. 

Management goals for mule deer 

are to provide conservative 

hunting opportunity, maintain a 

range of 15 to 19 bucks per 100 

does in the post-hunting season 

population, and allow population 

levels to increase by managing 

antlerless hunting opportunity. 

Surveys for deer in District 1 are 

conducted before the modern 

firearm hunting season. Pre-

season ratios come from 

roadside surveys conducted 

during August (for buck to doe 

ratio) and September (for fawn 

to doe ratio). These ground-

based surveys provide an estimate of buck ratios prior to the modern firearm hunting season 

(Figure 3). 
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Figure 3.  Pre-season white-tailed deer ratios and 90 percent confidence intervals from ground surveys 

within District 1. 

All available harvest and survey data indicate white-tailed deer populations appear to be 

reasonably stable in all GMUs associated with District 1. Mule deer populations appear to be 

stable or slightly decreasing. For more detailed information related to the status of deer in 

Washington, hunters should read through the most recent version of the Game Status and Trend 

Report, which is available for download on the departmentôs website.  For more information, 

hunters could also look at the White-tailed Deer Management Plan and the Mule Deer 

Management Plan. 

 

WHICH GMU SHOULD DEE R 

HUNTERS HUNT? 

Probably the most frequent question 

from hunters is, ñWhat GMU should I 

hunt?ò This is not easy to answer 

because it depends on the hunting 

method and the target hunting 

experience. Some hunters are looking 

for a quality opportunity to harvest a 

mature buck, while others just want to 

harvest any legal deer in an area with 

few hunters.  

https://wdfw.wa.gov/hunting/management/plans
https://wdfw.wa.gov/hunting/management/plans
https://wdfw.wa.gov/hunting/management/plans/white-tail
https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01755
https://wdfw.wa.gov/publications/01755









































































